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Junior party Razon has filed a paper abandoning the contest in this interference.  (Paper

No. 17).  The abandonment of contest is treated as a request for entry of adverse judgment.

37 CFR § 41.127(b).  The request is herein granted.

It is

ORDERED that judgment as to the subject matter of Count 1 is entered against junior

party ELI RAZON and WALTER von SEGGERN;

FURTHER ORDERED that junior party ELI RAZON and WALTER von SEGGERN is

not entitled to its patent claims 1-15 which correspond to Count 1;

FURTHER ORDERED that if there is a settlement agreement, the parties should note

the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 135(c) and Bd.  Rule 205;  and  

FURTHER ORDERED that a copy of this judgment be placed in the respective

involved application or patent of the parties.

/ss/        Richard E. Schafer                               
RICHARD E. SCHAFER                     )         
Administrative Patent Judge                 )               

  )                
  )            

    )               
/ss/       Jameson Lee                             )    BOARD OF PATENT
JAMESON LEE                                    )            APPEALS
Administrative Patent Judge                 )                AND

  )      INTERFERENCES
  )           

    )               
/ss/       James T. Moore                        )     
JAMES T. MOORE      )               
Administrative Patent Judge   )
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By Facsimile:

Attorney for Junior Party Razon:

610-407-0701 (Fax)
Joshua L. Cohen, Esq.
RatnerPrestia, PC
1235 Westlakes Drive, Suite 301
Berwyn, Pennsylvania 19312

Attorney for senior party Khandros:

908-654-7866 (Fax)
Marcus J. Millet, Esq.
Lerner, David, Littenberg,
   Krumholz & Menlik, LLP
600 South Avenue West
Westfield, New Jersey 07090
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